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State Review Framework Oversight Plan
EPA Region 6
March 31, 2014

The Compliance Assurance and Enforcement Division in EPA Region 6 are committed to strong professional relationships with our
State agencies. These relationships have been critical to achieving our programmatic goals and we invest heavily in maintaining
strong state partnerships. We hold regular, face-to-face meetings with state enforcement directors and management officials, and our
program staff conducts monthly meetings with state counterparts to coordinate inspection and enforcement priorities and issues. State
Review Framework and Annual Data Metrics are routine agenda items for our meetings with State management officials.

Given recent resource reductions, including the loss of eight staff as part of the VERA/VSIP process, we plan to focus on key
priorities in each program. Our air enforcement program will focus resources on compliance issues that adversely impact our fence-
line communities. Similarly, our RCRA enforcement program will prioritize facilities that are skirting requirements and thereby
affecting communities. And our water enforcement program will continue to work with our state partners to ensure that all public
water supply systems provide drinking water consistent with national drinking water standards.

Our relationship with states are even more important in the face of federal and state budget limitations, so we will continue to invest in
maintaining strong state partnerships. The attached State Program Health Plans are excerpted from the last SRF report for the State
and these items will be part of our ongoing dialogue with the States.





Region 6 State Program Health Plan

Oklahoma

March 31, 2014

PROGRAM Significant Issue Corrective Measures/Escalation Approach with Timeframes
Element 3: HPV data entry, although EPA Region 6 will meet with ODEQ leadership periodically
consistent with DEQ policy, was not always | throughout the year. SRF and Annual Data Metrics will be a
timely per the HPV Policy. standing item on the agenda for these meetings with emphasis on
Element 8: HPVs were accurately identified, | making improvements prior to the next SRF review.
CAA however, not always entered into AFS
timely.
Element 10: not all enforcement actions met
EPA timeliness criteria
Element 1: some inspection and enforcement | EPA Region 6 will meet with ODEQ leadership periodically
data for non-major permittees were missing | throughout the year. SRF and Annual Data Metrics will be a
from ICIS. standing item on the agenda for these meetings with emphasis on
CWA .2 . .
making improvements prior to the next SRF review.
Element 3: not all data were entered timely EPA Region 6 will meet with ODEQ leadership periodically
Element 10: not all enforcement actions met | throughout the year. SRF and Annual Data Metrics will be a
RCRA EPA timeliness criteria standing item on the agenda for these meetings with emphasis on

making improvements prior to the next SRF review.






Region 6 State Program Health Plan

Arkansas
March 31, 2014

PROGRAM Significant Issue Corrective Measures/Escalation Approach with Timeframes
ADEQ identifies high priority violators EPA Region 6 will meet with ADEQ leadership periodically
(HPVs), but data entry does not meet throughout the year. SRF and Annual Data Metrics will be a
CAA program requirements. standing item on the agenda for these meetings with emphasis on
The Department does not meet the making improvements prior to the next SRF review.
enforcement timeliness criteria for
responding to HPVs.
Penalty documentation did not contain EPA Region 6 will meet with ADEQ leadership periodically
adequate information on the methodology throughout the year. SRF and Annual Data Metrics will be a
CWA behind the penalty calculations for economic | standing item on the agenda for these meetings with emphasis on
benefit and gravity. Economic benefit for making improvements prior to the next SRF review.
delayed or avoided costs is not routinely
being recovered or documented.
No significant issues identified EPA Region 6 will meet with ADEQ leadership periodically
throughout the year. SRF and Annual Data Metrics will be a
RCRA standing item on the agenda for these meetings with emphasis on

making improvements prior to the next SRF review.






Region 6 State Program Health Plan

Texas
March 31, 2014

PROGRAM Significant Issue Corrective Measures/Escalation Approach with Timeframes
Data Completeness — Synthetic Minors — SM | EPA Region 6 will meet with TCEQ leadership periodically
80 throughout the year. SRF and Annual Data Metrics will be a
. standing item on the agenda for these meetings with emphasis on
CAA Inspection Coverage making improvements prior to the next SRF review.
Data Accuracy: Accuracy of Minimum Data | EPA Region 6 will meet with TCEQ leadership periodically
Requirements throughout the year. SRF and Annual Data Metrics will be a
P o standing item on the agenda for these meetings with emphasis on
CWA Ident!f!cat!on of Alleged Violations making improvements prior to the next SRF review.
Identification of SNC and HPV
Data Completeness EPA Region 6 will meet with TCEQ leadership periodically
Data Accuracy throughout the year. SRF and Annual Data Metrics will be a
RCRA standing item on the agenda for these meetings with emphasis on

making improvements prior to the next SRF review.






Region 6 State Program Health Plan

New Mexico
March 31, 2014

PROGRAM Significant Issue Corrective Measures/Escalation Approach with Timeframes
Compliance monitoring and enforcement EPA Region 6 will meet with NMED leadership periodically
related data quality and timeliness throughout the year. SRF and Annual Data Metrics will be a
CAA Some data issues with HPV identification standing item on the agenda for these meetings with emphasis on
making improvements prior to the next SRF review.
New Mexico is a Direct Implementation N/A
State — Please see OECAs plan for further
CWA information
Some delay in violation data entry EPA Region 6 will meet with NMED leadership periodically
Some enforcement actions did not meet EPA | throughout the year. SRF and Annual Data Metrics will be a
RCRA timeliness guidelines. standing item on the agenda for these meetings with emphasis on

making improvements prior to the next SRF review.






Region 6 State Program Health Plan

Louisiana
March 31, 2014

PROGRAM Significant Issue Corrective Measures/Escalation Approach with Timeframes
LDEQ definition for HPV discovery and day | EPA Region 6 will meet with LDEQ leadership periodically
zero do not match EPA’s HPV Policy throughout the year. SRF and Annual Data Metrics will be a
leading to data inaccuracies in the national standing item on the agenda for these meetings with emphasis on
CAA database (Air Facilities System, AFS). making improvements prior to the next SRF review.
There were data timeliness issues associated
with uploads into AFS, from the State’s
TEMPO database.
No significant issues identified EPA Region 6 will meet with LDEQ leadership periodically
throughout the year. SRF and Annual Data Metrics will be a
standing item on the agenda for these meetings with emphasis on
CWA .2 . .
making improvements prior to the next SRF review.
Instances of significant non-compliance were | EPA Region 6 will meet with LDEQ leadership periodically
properly identified, but were not timely throughout the year. SRF and Annual Data Metrics will be a
RCRA reported in the national database RCRAInfo. | standing item on the agenda for these meetings with emphasis on

making improvements prior to the next SRF review.







National Strategy Regional Oversight Plan

Region 6 - Arkansas

Date 03/30/15

State

Program

Significant Issue

Corrective Measures/Escalation Approach with

Timeframes
AR Air No significant issues N/A
RCRA
AR Water Inadequate penalty documentation for methodology e This issue has been elevated to the State Senior
used for economic benefit and gravity. Economic Management level.
benefit for delayed or avoided costs is not routinely e ADEQ states that their penalty policy is consistent with
being recovered or documented. the requirements of Regulations 7 of the Arkansas
Pollution Control and Ecology Commission. Any
changes to this process will require a legislative
change.
e SRF and Annual Data Metrics will be a standing item
on the Quarterly Enforcement Manager’s Meetings.
AR Water State has not finalized/submitted an update e This issue has been elevated to the State Senior

Enforcement Management System (EMS) with
described enforcement and penalty assessment
processes.

Management level.

e Per grant workplan, state EMS is to be submitted by
July 18, 2015.






National Strategy Regional Oversight Plan

Region 6 - Louisiana

Date 03/30/15

Corrective Measures/Escalation Approach with

State Program Significant Issue T RTES
LA Air Timeliness of HPV/SNC determinations is delayed due This issue has been elevated to the State Senior
RCRA to State statutory process which requires signature at Management level.
Water the Assistant Secretary level. The State is implementing the process set by the State
Legislature, and any changes to this process will
require a legislative change.
LA Air “Timely and Appropriate” requirements for enforcement This issue has been discussed with LDEQ managers.
resolution are not being met. As cases are developed, LDEQ has stated it will have a “cut off” date to stop
LDEQ will roll additional violations into existing cases rolling additional violations into cases which should
making cases more complex and difficult to settle. resolve the issue.
LA Water Inadequate documenting of penalties, and failure to be This issue has been elevated to the State Senior

timely and appropriate due to huge universe of minors
(e.g., overabundance of permitted small package
plants).

Penalty appeals process does not have clearly defined
timeframes so cases frequently collect no penalties for
months; compliance schedules are extended.

Management level.
The State has indicated this is a resource issue.






National Strategy Regional Oversight Plan
Region 6 — New Mexico

Date 03/30/15

Corrective Measures/Escalation Approach with

State Program Significant Issue Timeframes
NM RCRA No significant issues N/A
NM Air State is not meeting the CMS FCE coverage goal, and | ¢ These issues have been elevated to the State Senior
Title V ACCs goal. Management level.
o While still not meeting the Title V ACCs goal, the state
has shown improvement since the last SRF Review.
e The State has indicated this is a resource issue which
they are trying to resolve.
NM Water New Mexico is a Direct Implementation State — See N/A

OECAs plan for further information






National Strategy Regional Oversight Plan

Region 6 — Oklahoma

Date 03/30/15

Corrective Measures/Escalation Approach with

STATE PROGRAM Significant Issue .
Timeframes
OK Air ODEQ process causes delays to the designation of an This issue has been elevated to the State Senior
HPV, preparation of case management plans and Management level.
ability to address violation(s). As a result, the HPVs ODEQ has stated it will continue following its internal
are not addressed timely with an appropriate policy to identify HPVSs.
enforcement action as required by the HPV policy. R6 has discussed with the state and ODEQ has
indicated that having a Case Specific Management
Plan by Day 225 can be achieved per the revised HPV
Policy.
It is hoped this will address the issue.
OK RCRA No significant issues None
OK Water Data completeness and accuracy (missing inspections This issue has been elevated to the State Senior

and enforcement data for minor permittees missing
from ICIS.

Management level.

SRF and Annual Data Metrics will be a standing item
on the Quarterly Enforcement Manager’s Meetings.
State has indicated this is a resource issue.






National Strategy Regional Oversight Plan

Region 6 — Texas
Date 03/30/15

Corrective Measures/Escalation Approach with

STATE | PROGRAM Significant Issue .
Timeframes
TX Air Timeliness of HPV/SNC determinations is delayed due This issue has been elevated to the State Senior
Water to the combinations of two factors: 1) the allowable Management level.
Drinking Water | timeframe for the enforcement process is set by Texas The State is implementing the program set by the

legislation, which allows a maximum timeframe of 255 Texas Legislature. The State has indicated that
days, and 2) the current process requires that changes to this process will require a legislative
administrative orders be approved by three State change for the allowable timeframe, as well as internal
Commissioners. The Commissioner meeting agendas process changes.
are limited due to high volume, causing delays to the
process for enforcement issuance. The organizational
structure, workload, and internal processes dictate the
ultimate timelines.

TX Air Data completeness and accuracy. State’s data was This issue has been discussed at the State Senior
extracted from TCEQ’s system and sent to AFS, but Management level.
the upload had errors. State worked to resolve issues, Texas expects to start submitting data electronically to
but missed the AFS cut-off date. ICIS-Air in March. The Region will continue oversight

to ensure resolution.
This should address this issue.
TX RCRA Data completeness and accuracy. This issue has been discussed at the State Senior

Management level.

State is committed to make necessary changes,
however, difficulties with uploads from state’s CCEDS
state system to National databases is perpetuated by
changes and upgrades to National databases.

State is working to address this issue.







National Strategy Regional Oversight Plan

Region 6 - Arkansas

Date 02/26/16

State Program Significant Issue Corrective Measures/Escalation Approach with Timeframes
AR Air Round 3 SRF Final Report issued January 21, 2016 e Data could not be corrected in AFS due to shutdown in
identified areas of improvement in three CAA Elements October, 2014; ADEQ changed data in ICIS-Air where
based on FY2013 data from AFS: possible. ADEQ will provide updated written guidelines by
e Data - Inaccurate MDR data in AFS March 21, 2016.
e Inspections — Inadequate documentation in FCE o ADEQ will provide a current Inspection Report Template by
reports to determine compliance July 21, 2016
o Enforcement — Untimely action to address HPVs o ADEQ will provide current enforcement practices and
guidelines by July 21, 2016
AR RCRA No significant issues
AR Water Inadequate penalty documentation for methodology used for | ¢  This issue has been elevated to the State Senior Management
economic benefit and gravity. Economic benefit for delayed level.
or avoided costs is not routinely being recovered or e ADEQ states that their penalty policy is consistent with the
documented. requirements of Regulations 7 of the Arkansas Pollution
Control and Ecology Commission. Any changes to this
process will require a legislative change.
e SRF and Annual Data Metrics will be a standing item on the
Quarterly Enforcement Manager’s Meetings.
AR Water State is not consistently timely with it's formal Enforcement | e  This issue has been elevated to the State Senior Management

Actions.

level.






National Strategy Regional Oversight Plan

Region 6 - Louisiana

Date 02/26/16

State Program Significant Issue Corrective Measures/Escalation Approach with Timeframes
LA Air Timeliness of HPV/SNC determinations is delayed due to e  This issue has been elevated to the State Senior Management
Water State statutory process which requires signature at the level.
Assistant Secretary level. e The State is implementing the process set by the State
Legislature, and any changes to this process will require a
legislative change.
e Based on criteria in revised HPV Policy, LDEQ is
identifying fewer HPVs
LA Air “Timely and Appropriate” requirements for enforcement e This issue has been discussed with LDEQ managers.
rgsolution are not be!ng met. As cases are developed_, LDEQ | ¢ LDEQ has stated it will have a “cut off” date to stop rolling
will roll additional violations into existing cases making additional violations into cases which should resolve the
cases more complex and difficult to settle. issue.
LA Air FY2015 LDEQ enforcement data is not in ICIS-Air and so e EPA HQ authorized contractor support to assist LDEQ in
“Timely and Appropriate” progress cannot be determined. transferring data from the state database into ICIS-Air.
e LDEQ projects having all data in ICIS-Air production by
end of FY16.
LA Water Inadequate documenting of penalties, and failure to be | e  This issue has been elevated to the State Senior Management

timely and appropriate due to huge universe of minors
(e.g., overabundance of permitted small package
plants).

Penalty appeals process does not have clearly defined
timeframes so cases frequently collect no penalties for
months; compliance schedules are extended.

level.
e The State has indicated this is a resource issue.






LA

RCRA

FY2015 data indicates an SNC identification rate lower
than national average, however file review indicates
proper SNC determinations.

Not a significant issue, but an area for attention.






National Strategy Regional Oversight Plan
Region 6 — New Mexico

Date 02/26/16

State Program Significant Issue Corrective Measures/Escalation Approach with Timeframes
NM RCRA No significant issues N/A
NM Air State is not meeting the CMS FCE coverage goal, and Title e These issues have been elevated to the State Senior

V ACCs goal. Management level.

o  While still not meeting the Title V ACCs goal, the state has
shown improvement since the last SRF Review.

e The State has indicated this is a resource issue which they
are trying to resolve.

e Region 6 approved an alternative CMS Plan for FY15 which
schedules facilities most overdue for an FCE to be inspected
in FY'16, and projects elimination of backlog by FY2020.

NM Water New Mexico is a Direct Implementation State — See OECAs | N/A

plan for further information






National Strategy Regional Oversight Plan

Region 6 — Oklahoma

Date 02/26/16

STATE PROGRAM Significant Issue Corrective Measures/Escalation Approach with Timeframes
OK Air ODEQ process causes delays to the designation of an HPV, e This issue has been elevated to the State Senior Management
preparation of case management plans and ability to address level.

violation(s). As a result, the HPVs are not addressed timely | «  ODEQ has stated it will continue following its internal

with an appropriate enforcement action as required by the policy to identify HPVs.

HPV policy. e R6 has discussed with the state and ODEQ has indicated that
having a Case Specific Management Plan by Day 225 can be
achieved per the revised HPV Policy.

e Based on criteria in revised HPV Policy, ODEQ is
identifying fewer HPVs
e The Region will continue its oversight.
OK RCRA No significant issues e None
OK Water Data completeness and accuracy (missing inspections and e This issue has been elevated to the State Senior Management

enforcement data for minor permittees missing from ICIS.

level.

SRF and Annual Data Metrics will be a standing item on the
Quarterly Enforcement Manager’s Meetings.

State has indicated this is a resource issue.






National Strategy Regional Oversight Plan

Region 6 — Texas
Date 02/26/16

STATE | PROGRAM Significant Issue Corrective Measures/Escalation Approach with Timeframes
TX Air Timeliness of HPV/SNC determinations is delayed due to the | e«  This issue has been elevated to the State Senior Management
Water combinations of two factors: 1) the allowable timeframe for level.

Drinking Water the enforcement process is set by Texas legislation, which e The State is implementing the program set by the Texas
allows a maximum timeframe of 255 days, and 2) the current Legislature. The State has indicated that changes to this
process requires that administrative orders be approved by process will require a legislative change for the allowable
three State Commissioners. The Commissioner meeting timeframe, as well as internal process changes.
agendas are limited due to high volume, causing delays to the | ¢  Based on criteria in revised HPV Policy, TCEQ is
process for enforcement issuance. The organizational identifying fewer HPVs
structure, workload, and internal processes dictate the
ultimate timelines.

TX Air Data completeness and accuracy. State’s data was extracted | e  This issue has been discussed at the State Senior
from TCEQ’s system and sent to AFS, but the upload had Management level.
errors. State worked to resolve issues, but missed the AFS e  Texas is submitting compliance monitoring data
cut-off date. Region 6 and OECA have been working with electronically to ICIS-Air Production. Texas is sending
TCEQ program and IT staff on development of customized enforcement data to ICIS-Air Test but there are still issues.
code to upload all state data into ICIS-Air. e TCEQ projects being able to send enforcement data to 1CIS-
Air Production by April 30, 2016
e The Region will continue its oversight to ensure resolution.
X RCRA Data completeness and accuracy. e This issue has been discussed at the State Senior

Management level.

e  State is committed to make necessary changes, however,
difficulties with uploads from state’s CCEDS state system to
National databases is perpetuated by changes and upgrades
to National databases.

e  State is working to address this issue.






